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consistent with this subpart, after
providing the covered attorney
concerned written notice and an
opportunity to be heard in writing, in
those cases in which a covered attorney
has been:

(1) Decertified or suspended from the
practice of law or otherwise subjected to
professional responsibility discipline by
the Judge Advocate General of another
Military Department;

(2) Disbarred or suspended from the
practice of law or otherwise subjected to
professional responsibility discipline by
the Court of Appeals for the Armed
Forces or by any Federal, State, or local
bar; or

(3) Convicted of a felony (or any
offense punishable by one year or more
of imprisonment) in a civilian or
military court which, in the opinion of
the Rules Counsel, renders the attorney
unqualified or incapable of properly or
ethically representing the DON or a
client when the Rules Counsel has
determined that the attorney was
afforded procedural protection equal to
that provided by an ethics investigation
under this instruction.

§ 776.86 Action by JAG.

(a) JAG is not bound by the
recommendation rendered by the Rules
Counsel, IO, PIO, or any other interested
party, but will base any action on the
record as a whole. Nothing in this
instruction limits JAG authority to
suspend from the practice of law in
DON matters any covered attorney
alleged or found to have committed
professional misconduct or violated this
part, either in DON or civilian
proceedings.

(b) JAG may, but is not required to,
refer any case to the Professional
Responsibility Committee for an
advisory opinion on interpretation of
subpart B of this part or its application
to the facts of a particular case.

(c) Upon receipt of the ethics
investigation, and any requested
advisory opinion, JAG will take such
action as JAG considers appropriate in
JAG’s sole discretion. JAG may, for
example:

(1) Direct further inquiry into
specified areas.

(2) Where determining the allegations
to be unfounded, or that no further
action is warranted, direct the Rules
Counsel to make appropriate file entries
and to notify the complainant, covered
attorney concerned, and all interested
parties of such determination.

(3) Where determining the allegations
to be supported by clear and convincing
evidence, take appropriate corrective
action including, but not limited to:

(i) Limiting the covered attorney to
practice under direct supervision of a
supervisory attorney;

(ii) Limiting the covered attorney to
practice in certain areas or forbidding
him or her from practice in certain
areas;

(iii) Suspending or revoking, for a
specified or indefinite period, the
covered attorney’s authority to provide
legal assistance;

(iv) Where finding that the
misconduct so adversely affects the
covered attorney’s continuing ability to
practice law in the naval service or that
the misconduct so prejudices the
reputation of the DON legal community,
the administration of military justice,
the practice of law under the cognizance
of JAG, or the armed services as a
whole, that certification under Article
27(b), UCMJ (10 U.S.C. 827(b)), or
R.C.M. 502(b)(3), should be suspended
or is no longer appropriate, directing
such certification to be suspended for a
prescribed or indefinite period or to be
removed permanently;

(v) In the case of a judge, where
finding that the misconduct so
prejudices the reputation of military
trial and appellate judges that
certification under Article 26(b), UCMJ
(10 U.S.C. 826(b)), should be suspended
or is no longer appropriate, directing
such certification to be suspended for a
prescribed or indefinite period or to be
removed permanently; and

(vi) Directing the Rules Counsel to
contact appropriate authorities such as
the Chief of Naval Personnel or the
Commandant of the Marine Corps so
that pertinent entries in appropriate
DON records may be made; notifying
the complainant, covered attorney
concerned, and any officials previously
provided copies of the complaint; and
notifying appropriate tribunals and
authorities of any action taken to
suspend, decertify, or limit the practice
of a covered attorney as counsel before
courts-martial or the U.S. Navy-Marine
Corps Court of Appeals, administrative
boards, as a legal assistance attorney, or
in any other legal proceeding or matter
conducted under JAG cognizance and
supervision.

§ 776.87 Finality.
Any action taken by JAG is final,

subject to any remedies afforded by
Navy Regulations or any other
regulation to the covered attorney
concerned.

§ 776.88 Report to licensing authorities.
Upon determination by JAG that a

violation of the Rules or the Code of
Judicial Conduct has occurred, JAG may
cause the Rules Counsel to report that

fact to the Federal, state, or local bar or
other licensing authority of the covered
attorney concerned. If so reported,
notice to the covered attorney shall be
provided by the Rules Counsel. The
JAG’s decision in no way diminishes a
covered attorney’s responsibility to
report adverse professional disciplinary
action as required by the attorney’s
Federal, state, and local bar or other
licensing authority.

Subpart D—[Reserved]

Dated: July 1, 1999.
Ralph W. Corey,
Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Alternate Federal Register Liaison
Officer.
[FR Doc. 99–17137 Filed 7–9–99; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: USEPA is proposing to
approve a June 1, 1999, request from
Ohio for a State Implementation Plan
(SIP) revision of the Dayton/Springfield,
Ohio ozone maintenance plan. The
maintenance plan revision reestimates
the point source growth estimates and
allocates 5.5 tons per day of VOC
emissions to establish a new
transportation conformity mobile source
emissions budget for the year 2005. We
are approving the allocation of the 5.5
tons per day volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) growth estimate to
the area’s 2005 mobile source emissions
budgets for transportation conformity
purposes. This allocation will still
maintain the total emissions for the area
at or below the attainment level
required by the transportation
conformity regulations. We are also
correcting a typographical error in the
original maintenance plan approval for
the point and area source VOC numbers
for 2005. In the Final Rules section of
this Federal Register, USEPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision, as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If we
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receive no adverse comments in
response to that direct final rule we plan
to take no further activity in relation to
this proposed rule. If USEPA receives
significant adverse comments, in
writing, which have not been addressed,
we will withdraw the direct final rule
and address all public comments
received in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The
USEPA will not institute a second
comment period on this document.
DATES: We must receive comments by
August 11, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch, (AR–18J), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois,
60604.

You may inspect copies of the
documents relevant to this action during
normal business hours at the following
location: Regulation Development
Section, Air Programs Branch, (AR–18J),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois, 60604.

Please contact Patricia Morris at (312)
353–8656 before visiting the Region 5
office.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Morris, Environmental
Scientist, Regulation Development
Section, Air Programs Branch, (AR–18J),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois, 60604, (312) 353–
8656.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section is
organized as follows:

What action Is USEPA taking today?
Where can I find more information

about this proposal and the
corresponding direct final rule?

What Action Is USEPA Taking Today?

In this action, we are proposing to
approve a revision to the ozone
maintenance plan for Dayton/
Springfield, Ohio. The revision will
change the mobile source emission
budget that is used for transportation
conformity purposes. The revision will
keep the total emissions for the area at
or below the attainment level required
by law. This action will allow State or
local agencies to maintain air quality
while providing for transportation
growth. We are also correcting a
typographical error in the original
maintenance plan approval. The
original Federal Register approval on
May 5, 1995, (60 FR 22289) contained
a typographical error in Table 1 showing
the VOC emissions from the source

categories in the Dayton/Springfield
area. The 2005 VOC emissions for point
and area sources are incorrect in Table
1. The correct number for point source
emissions in 2005 should be 98.0 and
the correct number for area sources in
2005 should be 63.8 tons of VOC. These
corrected numbers match the original
submittal from the Ohio Environmental
Protection Agency (OEPA) and are
documented in the docket materials.
This correction does not change the
substance of the maintenance plan
approval.

Where Can I Find More Information
About This Proposal and the
Corresponding Direct Final Rule?

For additional information see the
direct final rule published in the rules
section of this Federal Register.

Dated: June 29, 1999.
David A. Ullrich,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 99–17492 Filed 7–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81

[TN–217–1–9920b; FRL–6373–8]

Implementation Plan and
Redesignation Request for the
Williamson County, Tennessee Lead
Nonattainment Area

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA)
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) proposes to
simultaneously approve the lead state
implementation plan (SIP) and
redesignation request for the
Williamson County, Tennessee lead
nonattainment area. Both plans, dated
May 12, 1999, were submitted by the
State of Tennessee for the purpose of
demonstrating that the Williamson
County area has attained the lead
National Ambient Air Quality Standard
(NAAQS). In the final rules section of
this Federal Register, the EPA is
approving the Tennessee’s SIP revision
as a direct final rule without prior
proposal because the Agency views this
as a noncontroversial revision
amendment and anticipates no adverse
comments. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the direct final
rule. If no adverse comments are
received in response to the direct final
rule, no further activity is contemplated
in relation to this proposed rule. If EPA
receives adverse comments, the direct

final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.
DATES: To be considered, comments
must be received by August 11, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Kimberly Bingham, at
the EPA Regional Office listed below.
The interested persons wanting to
examine these documents should make
an appointment with the appropriate
office at least 24 hours before the
visiting day. Copies of the documents
relative to this action are available for
public inspection during normal
business hours at the following
locations.
Air and Radiation Docket and

Information Center (Air Docket 6102),
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20460

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, Atlanta Federal Center, Air,
Pesticides, and Toxics Management
Division, Air Planning Branch, 61
Forsyth Street, Atlanta, Tennessee
30303–3104.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kimberly Bingham of the EPA Region 4,
Air Planning Branch at (404) 562–9038
and at the above address.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule which is published in the
rules section of this Federal Register.

Dated: June 17, 1999.
Winston A. Smith,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 99–17339 Filed 7–9–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

RIN 1018–AF56

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Notice of Reopening of
Comment Period on the Proposed Rule
To List the Alabama Sturgeon as
Endangered

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule; notice of
reopening of comment period.

SUMMARY: We, the Fish and Wildlife
Service, give notice that we are
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